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language, has, at this stage, transcended the limitations of externality—
the limitations of the external senses and the intellect—and is in the
region, where the relations of Time and Space, Cause and Effect, and
all the differentials they imply, have no place.
Some writers consider this to be an absorption in the Divine vision,
and an annihilation of all consciousness of oneself and of the World.
How illogical and irrational is such a view, if spiritual enlightenment
means an opening up of the way to Self-realization ? What the exact
experience of Self-realization is, those only are competent to say who
have reached that condition of bliss; but it can never mean an alam-
hilation of anything, since nothing is annihilated in evolution and
development, all is assimilation and transformation.   Some writers
call it transmutation or glorification; others call it Eeintegration
into the bosom of the Infinite, as a living factor of the Parabrahma.
The happy illustration taken by Scotus Erigena from Plotinus may
well be referred to in this connection. c{ As iron, when it becomes
red-hot, seems -to be turned into pure fire, but remains no less iron
than before, so when. .... rational substances pass into God, they
do not lose their identity, but preserve it in a higher state of
being??.
If, therefore, the Indian conception is " juggling3?, the so-called
juggling is there—in the Bible, in the epistles of the Apostles, in the
utterances of St. Athanax.
Another objection1 taken by European writers to the Indian ideal
of tat-twwn-asi is that it involves the destruction of Nature and means
Acosmism.
The general apprehension of these writers seems to be that the
view which the Indian Advaita takes of this problem, though philoso-
phically correct, involves the destruction of one of the terms, which
enters into the conception of their theory of knowledge and, likewise,
of their theory of Being, according to the Cartesian Dualism of Matter
and Mind.
I have already answered, in some measure, this objection in the
previous chapters. But assuming that my answer, so far as I have
been able to discuss the question, is wrong, and assuming also that the
1 See objection No. Ill noted at p. 75 suyra.

